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APR111987 
Court cf Appeals 
April 08, 1987 
Timothy Shea, Clerk 
Utah Court of Appeals 
230 South 500 East, Suite 400 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84102 
RE: 
Dear Mr. Shea: 
State Department of Social Seryices v. Vijil, 
No. 860048-CA 
Pursuant to Rule 24(j), Utah Rules of Appellate Proce-
dure, the appellant, Daniel Vijil, wishes to advise the Court of 
supplemental authority, pertinent to this action, not previously 
cited by either party. 
In a case entitled Martinez v. Superior Court, La Paz 
County (1987) 731 P.2d 1244, the Arizona Court of Appeals held 
that state courts do not have jurisdiction oyer an Indian living 
by 
the 
621 
in 
on an Indian reservation absent sufficient minimum contacts 
the Indian within the state. In reaching this decision, 
Court of Appeals relied on Flammond v. Flammond (1980) Mont., 
P.2d 471 as authority. This case was cited by the appellant 
his briefs. 
As Rule 24 dictates, a more detailed discussion of this 
new decision is reserved for oral argument of [the appeal. 
The appellant also wishes to advise the court that ear-
lier supplemental authority cited by the appellant under its Utah 
Advance Reports designation now appears as Master of Adoption of 
Halloway (1986) Utah, 732 P.2d 962. 
YoursT s i n c e r e l y , 
SteXrefT Boo 
At torney 
M>R?.-51387 
SHEAf Timothy, Clerk 
April 08f 1987 
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SB:mb 
cc: Mark Wainwright, Esq. 
Assistant Utah Attorney General 
236 State Capitol 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84114 
Craig Hallsr Esq. 
San Juan County Attorney 
Post Office Box 850 
Monticello, Utah 84535 
Herb Yazzie, Esq. 
Assistant Attorney General 
Post Office Box 2010 
Window Rockf Arizona 86515 
